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Abstract

We analyze spacetimes with horizons and study the thermodynamic aspects of causal horizons,

suggesting that the resemblance between gravitational and thermodynamic systems has a

deeper quantum mechanical origin. We find that the observer dependence of such horizons is

a direct consequence of associating a temperature and entropy to a spacetime. The geometrical

picture of a horizon acting as a one-way membrane for information flow can be accepted as

a natural interpretation of assigning a quantum field theory to a spacetime with boundary,

ultimately leading to a close connection with thermodynamics.
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1. Introduction

The interaction between gravity and thermodynamics has become a subject of growing interest since the
discovery of Bekenstein-Hawking entropy.[1] The analogy between black hole mechanics and thermodynamics
led Bekenstein [2] and Hawking to argue that black holes should be viewed as true thermodynamic systems,
characterised by entropy and temperature.[3]

Several authors have worked on extending black hole entropy to the more general case where the con-
nection between entropy and area would generalize to any horizon, like accelerated horizons in Rindler
spacetime. One intriguing conclusion was the idea that horizon entropy arises in a natural way just because
gravity is emergent from thermodynamics. The new perspective motivated Jacobson,[4][5] Padmanabhan [6]
[7] and Verlinde to suggest an interpretation of gravity as a thermodynamic phenomenon.[8]

While the concepts of temperature and entropy remain associated to spacetimes with horizons, a theory
that fully explains the quantum structure of spacetime should ultimately remain independent of any micro-
scopic description of the horizons themselves. The hard part here is the lack of understanding about the
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nature of the microstates whose counting would produce the horizon entropy, while the geometrical picture
[9] of the black hole entropy would still remain a good approximation for the theory.

The notion of entropy is closely connected to the accessibility of information, therefore an observer depen-
dent concept. If a geometrical interpretation of gravity is accepted, surfaces acting as one-way membranes
for information will exist, leading to a deeper connection with thermodynamics. An inevitable connection
between one-way membranes that arise in a spacetime with horizons and thermodynamical entropy is already
obvious here.[10]

The interesting fact is that so far we have knowledge only about two types of physical processes that
can lead to distinct regions of spacetime, some of them completely disconnected from each other so that
information from one spacetime patch will not be accessible to an observer located within another patch:
light and gravity. Therefore, some strong connection between light, gravity and thermodynamics must exist.
The AdS/CFT conjecture is intimately connected to this argument.

The extreme conditions for quantum, relativistic and gravitational regimes: the very small, the very
heavy and the very fast, seem to intersect at a fundamental level, leading to a more general principle that
so far seems to have eluded our complete understanding. A theory formulating a full description of the
quantum structure of the spacetime should be responsible to explain all three extreme conditions and in this
context, should involve themodynamics principles in its basic arguments.

If the connection between thermodynamics and spacetimes with horizons has a fundamental meaning,
the argument should be able to be extended to any general horizon, therefore we can assign entropy to
any horizon, irrespective of whether the horizons are observer independent (black holes) or observer and
coordinate dependent (de Sitter and Rindler horizons).

Our argument here is that the entropy of spacetimes arise because there is information hidden behind the
horizon, generating different spacetime regions, causally disconnected by an entangling null surface acting
as a one-way information barrier. An exploration of the Quantum Field Theory of such a spacetime should
suggest a natural association with a temperature. The inertial observer will ascribe the entropy given by
the logarithm of the number of internal states. Since a horizon is capable to block information from an
observer, it is feasible to associate an entropy with the horizon. Here we show that the entropy of an event
in flat empty space depends on the observer that measures it. We argue that this dependence originates in a
pure quantum mechanical effect of the fact that for an accelerated observer, the event is hidden behind the
Rindler horizon.

2. Horizon entropy and observers

The idea of entanglement entropy has emerged as a measure of entanglement in order to explain the
internal correlations within a quantum system. In quantum field theory the entanglement between a spatial
region on a fixed Cauchy surface region and its complement, is found to be divergent because of the presence
of short range correlations near the entangling surface that separates the spacetime regions.[11]

Entropy can be viewed as a measure of missing or unavailable information about a system. It would
be expected that some entropy to be associated with the event horizon, since it hides information. The
horizon has an “entanglement entropy” associated with the quantum field nearby, produced by tracing out
its interior inaccessible modes and ultimately correlated with the exterior accessible (to the observer) modes
of the field. For a fixed background spacetime continuum, the entanglement entropy is infinite and a short
distance cut-off on the field degrees of freedom needs to be introduced in order to obtain a finite entropy If
the cut-off is near the Planck scale, the entropy is of the same order of magnitude as the horizon itself.

The divergence of the entanglement entropy requires an ultraviolet cut-off at Planck scale. In order to
regulate this divergence, gravity should be treated as a quantum field. As gravity is non-renormalizable,
the entanglement entropy should also be non-renormalizable. Furthermore, a complete theory of quantum
gravity should explain the cut-off and solve the divergence of the entanglement entropy together with the
ultraviolet problem. [12]

Sorkin [13] [14] has proposed the idea that entanglement entropy offers a microscopic explanation for
Bekenstein-Hawking entropy. In Quantum field theory, space can be partitioned into subregions. The
degrees of freedom can be isolated inside the horizon from the surrounding spacetime, allowing a state on
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the Cauchy surface to be a pure state like the vacuum, whereas the region of spacetime outside the horizon
may contain mixed states such as a thermal states of non-zero temperature.

In this way, the horizon will posses entropy, while offering a clear division of degrees of freedom outside
the horizon that are observable, and degrees of freedom behind the horizon that are not perceived by any
observer.

At a conceptual level, the entanglement entropy does not represent the ignorance of the observer about
state of the spacetime region behind the horizon but a measure of the observer’s ignorance about the state
outside the horizon that is due to the observer’s inability to measure the states behind the horizon. The
increase of entropy on the horizon is a effect of the entanglement as well as simple relativistic causality.

The mathematical form of the association of temperature with the horizon is universal and it does not
distinguish between different types of horizons (Rindler horizon in flat space, Schwarzschild black hole event
horizon, de Sitter horizon). The fact that the temperature and entropy both arise in the same way, suggest
a strong direct association of entropy with all horizons. [15]

We extend this concept to Rindler horizons or any type of horizons that exhibit causal order. We know
that Rindler coordinates describe an observer moving along a constant acceleration path.[16] In Minkowski
spacetime, Rindler coordinates depict the near-horizon limit of a black hole. In AdS spacetime, Rindler
coordinates divide AdS in two causally disconnected regions, known as left and right (in causal contact with
the observer) Rindler wedges. Thermodynamical entropy is here produced by variables that are observable
(energy of a system), whereas other variables (exact positions of particles) remain unobservable.

As a consequence, the entropy ascribed to a localized system by different observers is not necessarily
the same. The entropy of an event in flat empty space will be differently ascribed by an inertial and a
Rindler observer. The entropy seen by a Rindler observer should have a bound given by by ERindler/T ,
where ERindler is the energy of an object associated with an event observed by the Rindler observer and T
the temperature measured by the observer.

For an inertial observer, the vacuum state is given by the Minkowski vacuum |0〉. The excitation of the
vacuum that could be due to the presence of an object is given by the density matrix

ρ =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

|1; i〉〈1; i|, (1)

The perturbation of the vacuum state is in an undetermined microstate. The |1; i〉 are Minkowski states
represented by the n possible microstates of the perturbation.

The measured entropy will also contain an additional contribution introduced by the acceleration of the
Rindler observer. [17] The measured energy ERindler = δE is given by the difference in Killing energies when
the perturbation is present and when it is not. The entropy of each state will be divergent. The Rindler
object entropy SRindler is the similar difference δS between the two entropies in the right Rindler wedge, in
causal contact with the observer.

The entropy as measured by an inertial observer is given by

S = −Trρ ln ρ = lnn. (2)

with ρ being the density matrix ρRindler equivalent for a Rindler observer.
For a perturbation with the energy δE, the density matrix ρR1 for a Rindler observer can be calculated by

integrating the unobservable modes. The entropy will become S1 = −Tr (ρR1 ln ρR1). The inertial vacuum
state density matrix in Rindler frame is ρR0 with entropy S0 = −Tr (ρ01 ln ρR0).

For the Rindler observer, the difference in entropies δS = S1 − S0 is the entropy of the vacuum state.
Near the horizon, for κ → ∞ we have

δS = βδE =
2π

κ
δE (3)

where β = T−1.
The Rindler observer will not measure the same entropy of the perturbation. Following Sorkin hypothesis

for black hole entropy and apply to all causal horizons, [18] the increase of entanglement entropy is a direct
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consequence of the fact that a Rindler horizon is a causal barrier that separates two causally disconnected
regions of spacetime. The whole spacetime is visible to the inertial observer, therefore in causal contact with
the observer.

The entropy measured by a Rindler observer is given by the right Rindler wedge in causal contact with
the observer, when the object crosses the Rindler horizon. The entropies associated with this perturbation
by a Minkowski and Rindler observer behave in different ways.

If we trace the Minkowski vacuum |0〉〈0| over the left Rindler wedge, the thermal density matrix ρR0 will
contain all the information that a Rindler observer can access in the Minkowski vacuum:

ρR0 = Trleft|0〉〈0|. (4)

We consider a new density matrix ρR1 corresponding to the Rindler description of the state ρRindler , con-
taining information about the object added to the Minkowski vacuum |0〉 and further compare it to ρR0.
The density matrix ρR0 represents the thermal equilibrium. The new density matrix ρR1 is

ρR1 = TrleftρRindler = Trleft
1

n

n
∑

i=1

|1; i〉〈1; i|. (5)

If ρR1 = ρR0 + δρ, for κ → ∞ we only take into account states with δρ/ρR0 ≪ 1. The difference in
entropy is

− δS = Tr (ρR1 ln ρR1)− Tr (ρR0 ln ρR0) ≃ Tr (δρ ln ρR0)

= Tr (δρ(−βH)) = −βTr ((ρR1 − ρR0)H) ≡ −βδE (6)

with Tr δρ ≈ 0 and ρ0 = Z−1 exp(−βH). Here H is the Hamiltonian in Rindler frame. The difference δE is
defined as a difference in expectation values of the Rindler Hamiltonian between the two states.

If the perturbation on the Rindler density matrix ρR0 is very small, we have the new density matrix
ρR1 = ρR0 + δρ, with “δρ ≪ ρR0”. In the limit of large numbers ne−E/T ≫ 1, the approximation still holds.

The difference in entropies δS using a Taylor expansion ρR0 is

δS ≈ −Tr

[

δρ
δ(ρ ln ρ)

δρ

∣

∣

∣

ρ=ρR0

]

= −Tr[δρ(1 + ln ρR0)] = −Tr[δρ ln ρR0], (7)

with TrρR1 = TrρR0.
As the initial density matrix is thermal, we have ρR0 = e−H/T /(Tre−H/T ) and

δS ≈ −Tr[δρ(−H/T )] =
Tr[H(ρR1 − ρR0)]

T
=

δE

T
, (8)

with Tr(δρ) = 0.
If by introducing a perturbation, the energy increases by δE, but the entropy can’t be increased by more

than the amount of thermal energy, independent of the nature of the excitation. This energy bound arises
from tracing over the left Rindler wedge, being a direct consequence of the existence of the horizon itself, as
a causal barrier between spacetime regions.

The energy bound will be given by

δS < δSmax =
δE

T
. (9)

For a Rindler observer, when quantum mechanical effects are taken into account, the entropy and energy
are linked by the Bekenstein bound, associated with thermodynamics, the holographic principle and the
covariant entropy bound of quantum gravity. Bekenstein conjectured the entropy bound to be a universally
valid principle for complete systems in nature. Using quantum statistics, Bekenstein showed that the entropy
bound holds for complete systems with non-interacting massless quantum fields in flat spacetime, idea
criticized by several authors (Unwin, Page, Unruh, Wald, Pelath).
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If a system violates this bound (highly entropic object), for a perturbation with large number of internal
states, described by a large entropy with fixed energy, the entropy and energy appear independent to an
inertial observer. The interesting fact is that this bound does not depend on the gravitational constant,
suggesting a geometric nature of the horizon entropy and ultimately an emergent origin of gravity.

An observer that falls into a black hole will have access to a different amount of information compared
to another observer that is stationary outside the horizon. Similarly, a Rindler observer will have access to
different regions of spacetime in comparison to the inertial observer. The inertial observer measures zero
temperature and entropy for the vacuum state, whereas a Rindler observer measures a finite temperature
and non-zero divergent entropy. Entropy and temperature are apparently observer dependent, due to the
effects of the quantum field on the horizon.

If the field configuration of the vacuum state behind the horizon is traced over, a density matrix ρ for
the field configuration outside the horizon can be detected. The behaviour of the horizon as a one way
membrane blocking all the information to the outside observer suggests an observer dependent entropy that
can be associated with any causal horizon.[19] The entropy arises from quantum cross-correlations which
exist across the horizon. The quantum state of the horizon is a correlated state with a component inside the
horizon and another one outside. If the observer traces over the states behind the horizon, the spacetime
outside the horizon will be given by a density matrix.[20] The spacetime will contain two isolated regions,
separated by the surface horizon whereas the description of each spacetime region will be given by tracing
over the other complementary region. The thermal density matrix and therefore the temperature of the
horizon can be obtained from the integration of modes that are hidden by the horizon.

The increase in entropy is due to a separate contribution originated in the quantum field within the
spacetime near the horizon, concept closely related to the entanglement entropy generated by correlations
between quantum fields on each side of the horizon. The entropy measures the lack of information about the
measurement outcomes implied by the Heisenberg uncertainty relation and at the same time measures the
amount of entanglement between the two sides of the horizon. In other words, the von Neumann entropy
describes the observer statistical ignorance of the specific microstate (a translation of the classical entropy
of Gibbs and Boltzmann) while expressing the amount of entanglement.[21] This idea supports a possible
equivalence between interpretations of von Neumann entanglement entropy and Boltzmann statistical entropy
concepts.

An analysis of the thermodynamics across a horizon discloses a strong relation between thermality and
von Neumann entropy describing entanglement. The observer interacts with the quantum field observables
defining the quantum state as a density matrix. The entropy will quantify the uncertainty, due to entangle-
ment of measurements of the quantum field seen by an accelerated observer. S. Lloyd has already proposed
the idea that quantum uncertainty gives rise to entanglement, showing that the Heisenberg uncertainty
principle and quantum entanglement and are two inextricably connected phenomena. Jacobson derived Ein-
stein’s equations from the vacuum entanglement entropy, on the understanding of a connection between the
semi-classical Einstein equations and a maximal vacuum entanglement hypothesis.[22]

If the horizon entropy is given by the Bekenstein-Hawking formula, then the second law of thermody-
namics leads to Einstein’s equations. More recently, Ryu-Takayanagi have shown that there is a deeper
relationship between entanglement and gravity in the AdS/CFT conjecture, where the entanglement en-
tropy between a CFT patch and its neighbourhood is given a minimal AdS area with the same boundary
as the patch. In the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence, entanglement entropy is defined on the AdS
boundary and proportional to the area of a minimal surface in the bulk of the AdS spacetime.

In Rindler spacetime, the observer will have access to the right Rindler wedge and observe in a natural
way all the thermal fluctuations, as the observer attributes a density matrix to a quantum state only after
integrating out the unobservable modes. Here, the thermal fluctuations have a quantum mechanical origin,
suggesting an artificial distinction between quantum and thermal properties applied to the horizon that
should disappear in a correct complete theory of quantum gravity.

As a direct consequence, any matter plunging towards the horizon will take an infinite amount of time in
order to cross the horizon for the outside observer.[23] On the other hand, the quantum effects will smear the
location of the horizon. Any description of the location of the horizon has to take into account these quantum
fluctuations. The physics loses its predictive power about what happens to the information encoded at the
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horizon. [24] Both location of the horizon and the crossing time are unpredictable to the outside observer.
The Rindler observer (or an observer outside a black hole horizon) attributes a finite temperature to the

inertial vacuum and associates an entropy change to a horizon while the inertial observer (or an observer
falling through the horizon) sees none of these phenomena.

The entropy of matter crossing the horizon is δS = δE/Thorizon where the horizon plays the role of a causal
barrier for the Rindler observer, with inaccessible internal degrees of freedom and temperature Thorizon.

The concept of entropy is associated with the missing information but this does not lead to non zero
entropy, leading to the “information loss problem”. [25] The horizon hides information only from the point
of view of an external observer. From this perspective, the Rindler entropy is observer dependent.

The connection between entanglement entropies and areas of extremal surfaces leads us to the conclusion
that the thermodynamic properties of a system need to be conceived as observer dependent, depending on
the spacetime region where the system is perceived. The entanglement entropy for a quantum field theory
will obey the area law. The quantum correlations between the interior and the exterior of the horizon will
account for the black hole entropy.

Entanglement entropy was already proposed as a probe of the architecture of the spacetime in quantum
gravity. The point here is that the quantum source of black hole entropy is associated with the thermal
behaviour of the spacetime, suggesting a deeper connection between entanglement and thermodynamics.
[26] As a consequence, a consistent and complete theory of quantum gravity should be built in a formalism
using histories and path integral formulations of quantum mechanics rather than the spatial (3 + 1) canonical
quantization. In fact, the area law itself, that gives a geometric character to entropy, brings the unexpected
link between gravity, spacetime geometry, thermodynamics and quantum field theory. The horizon will play
the role of an entangling membrane that separates the degrees of freedom between the the two sides of a
black hole. [27]

This idea is also backing up induced gravity models like the eternal AdS black hole, in AdS/CFT conjec-
ture, with the horizon entropy being defined as the entanglement entropy between the microscopic degrees
of freedom of the boundary CFT and its thermofield double. [28] The area law is also confirmed by loop
quantum gravity [29] and spin foam theory, [30] with horizon entropy defined by the entanglement entropy
of spin-network connections crossing an entangling surface.

3. Conclusions

The paradigm described in this paper, relying on a study of general causal horizons,[31] is that spacetime
itself (not just the black hole interior or the event horizon) has entropy and can be described in geometric,
macroscopic terms (area law) and thermodynamic concepts, as a manifestation of a deeper quantum nature
of spacetime that at this time eludes us. The obvious consequence of associating the entropy of causal
horizons to the missing or hidden information is the fact that the entropy is proportional to horizon area,
with respect to the observer that perceives the horizon.

The thermodynamic route to gravity brings many conceptual ramifications. In such a paradigm where
the entanglement of quantum fields can be considered the source of entropy and has a geometrical nature,[32]
any consistent quantum gravity theory should take into account the thermodynamic properties of spacetime.
Entropy encodes all information about the dynamics of spacetime and finding its extreme will lead to Einstein
field equations, as Jacobson demonstrated. In a thermodynamic description, the presence of entropy leads
to equipartition of energy among the degrees of freedom and consistent field equations. [33]

An observer plunging into a black hole will not perceive its event horizon in the same way as an observer
orbiting the black hole. Therefore observers in different states of motion will have access to distinct patches
of spacetime. The plunging observer measures distinct features compared to the observer near the black
hole. At first glance, entropy appears to be an observer dependent notion. At the same time, each observer
is located in a different region of the spacetime and will measure the properties of the horizon, from within
a distinct spacetime patch and relative to the quantum field associated with that region. A local Rindler
observer perceives a local causal horizon together with its thermal behaviour associated to an event. A
connection between quantum fluctuations and thermal fluctuations must exist here.

This hypothesis is intimately related to the idea that the field equations,[34] therefore gravitational
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dynamics are associated to horizon thermodynamics. For a spacetime with horizons, the quantum field
theory for this spacetime will possess a horizon with the properties of a black body of finite temperature. A
connection between horizon thermality and gravity becomes obvious here.

From a different perspective, the emergence of classical spacetime continuum [35] seems directly related
to the quantum entanglement of degrees of freedom in a non-perturbative description of quantum gravity.
[36] [37] A good understanding of how classical spacetime emerges from an underlying quantum system
[38]would give us insight into the full quantum nature of spacetime.
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